123.  LETTER TO ASSISTANT SECRETARY
FOR INTERIOR
[johannesburg,]
September 3, 1913
As I informed you through the telephone, today, I am
leaving for Phoenix tomorrow. But, before I leave, I would like
to draw General Smuts3 attention to the eagerness and impatience
with which many of my co-workers are looking forward to some
final answer. Indeed, I have even been blamed for writing the
first letter. Their impatience is natural. All our activity is at a
standstill. Several have been obliged to refuse offers of handsome
employment owing to the suspense. I hope, therefore, that among
the many important matters that engage General Smuts' attention,
this will find its proper place. If nothing definite is vouchsafed by
Tuesday next,—the day given by you—may Mr. Gorges5 letter be
taken as the final answer? I would also like to mention that, if
the negotiations now going on prove abortive, the struggle will be
revived on a wider issue. Several most important items have been
omitted from my correspondence for the purpose1 of securing a
settlement and in order to show that we are not pining for a revi-
val of the struggle.
I hope that General Smuts will appreciate the spirit in which
this letter has been written,
Indian Opinion, 13-9-1913
124.   THE DEBATE IN THE LORDS
We have now the fall text of the debate initiated by Lord
Ampthill in the House of Lords on the Immigration Act of the
Union.2 The debate is memorable for more than one reason. Most
weighty contributions were made to it by an ex-Governor of
Madras and one-time acting Viceroy of India in the person of
Lord Ampthill, by an ex-Governor of Bombay in the person
of Lord Sydenham3 who has only just returned from India and
1	The original has "purchase".
2	His speech was published in Indian Opinion, 20-9-1913 and its four
subsequent issues.
3	George Sydenham Clarke (1848-1933); British soldier and administrator,
an authority on military matters; Governor of Bombay, 1907-13

